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Abstract

Various issuessurrounding a recently proposed inequality am ong twist-two

quarkdistributionsin thenucleon arediscussed.W eprovidearigorousderiva-

tion ofthe inequality in Q CD,including radiative corrections and scale de-

pendence.W e also give a m ore heuristic,butm ore physicalderivation,from

which we show that a sim ilar inequality does not exist am ong twist-three

quark distributions. W e dem onstrate thatthe inequality doesnotconstrain

the nucleon’stensorcharge.Finally we explore physicalm echanism sforsat-

urating the inequality,arguing itisunlikely to occurin Nature.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In arecentletter[1],So�erhasproposed anew inequality am ongthenucleon’stwist-two
quark distributions,f1;g1,and h1 [2,3],

f1 + g1 � 2jh1j: (1)

f1 isthewell-known spin averagequark distribution which m easurestheprobability to �nd
aquark in anucleon independentofitsspin orientation.g1 m easuresthepolarization asym -
m etryin alongitudinallypolarized nucleon | theprobabilityto�nd aquarkpolarized along
thenucleon’sspin m inustheprobability to�nd aquark polarized againstthenucleon’sspin.
h1,which islessfam iliar,m easuresthe polarization asym m etry in a transversely polarized
nucleon. f1 and g1 have been m easured in m any deep inelastic scattering experim ents. h1
decouplesfrom lepton scattering and hasnotyetbeen m easured.Proposalsto m easure h1
at HERA and RHIC have generated e�orts to characterize h1,hence the interest in this
inequality [4,5].

So�erderivesEq.(1)by analogy between quark-nucleon scattering and nucleon-nucleon
scattering,where helicity am plitudesanalagousto f1,g1,and h1 obey inequalitiesderived
m any years ago [6]. There are potentialproblem s with this analogy. The interm ediate
states in quark-hadron scattering,which are treated ason-shellphysicalstates in So�er’s
derivation,are,in fact,colored and gauge dependent. The distribution functions f1,g1,
and h1 are,in fact,integralsofquark-hadron forward scattering am plitudesovertransverse
m om entum with cuto�satk? �

p
Q 2.In QCD,thede�nitionsofquark distributionssuch

as f1,g1,and h1 are scale and renorm alization schem e dependent. Any relations am ong
them m ustbe accom panied by a precise description ofthe procedure with which they are
extracted from experim entaldata. In contrast,the well-known inequalities and positivity
constraintsam ong distribution functionssuch asf1 � jg1jaregeneralpropertiesoflepton-
hadron scattering,derived withoutreferenceto quarks,colorand QCD.

In thisPaperweconsiderSo�er’sinequality in thecontextofQCD.W e�nd thatEq.(1)
can be derived in a \parton m odelapproxim ation" to QCD,butthatradiative corrections
m odify Eq.(1)in a signi�cant way. Each term in Eq.(1)is m ultiplied by a power series
in �s(Q 2)=�. So the inequality as presented by So�er is oflim ited practicaluse | it is
strictly valid only atasym ptoticQ 2 where�s ! 0 and thedistribution functionsvanish for
allx > 0.Thustheinequality hasa sim ilarstatusin QCD astheCallan{Grossrelation [7]
| a parton m odelresult which is invalidated by QCD radiative corrections. One should
rem em ber,however,thatthe Callan{Grossrelation isa very useful,although approxim ate
toolin deep-inelastic phenom enology. A one-loop calculation ofthe radiative corrections
to Eq.(1),which we have notattem pted,would yield an im proved resultwhich would be
usefulatexperim entally accessible Q 2.

In xII we study So�er’s inequality from the consideration ofcurrent{hadron scatter-
ing am plitudes. This treatm ent has the sam e levelofrigor as the derivation ofstandard
deep-inelasticinequalitiessuch asf1 � jg1j,and dem onstratesthepresenceofradiativecor-
rections in QCD. In xIIIwe present a second derivation closer in spiritto So�er’s earlier
analysisto nucleon-nucleon scattering.Thisderivation isheuristic.In particular,itignores
QCD radiativecorrections.However,itenablesusto m akecontactwith standard operator
de�nitions ofthe distributions f1,g1,and h1. Itisthen straightforward to generalize the
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analysisto twist-three (correctionsofO (1=
p
Q 2)).In hispaperSo�ersuggested thatthere

would bea twist-three generalization ofhisinequality [1].Although thereisa naturalcor-
respondence between the three twist-two distributions,f1 g1 and h1,on the onehand,and
the three twist-three distributions,e,gT,and hL,on the other[2],we �nd thatthere isno
such inequality attwistthree. Also in hispaper,So�erclaim sthatthe inequality placesa
constrainton thenucleon’s\tensorcharge," thelowestm om entofh1.Using theform alism
ofxIIIwe show thatthisresultisinvalidated by the presence ofantiquarksin the nucleon
wavefunction and thatthere isno way to de�ne the notion ofa \valence quark" to give a
usefulresult.

So�er noted that his inequality appeared to be saturated for single quarks in sim ple
quark m odelssuch asthe non-relativistic quark m odeland the bag m odel[1,2].In xIV we
dem onstratethatthisfeatureisnotpreserved by even thesim plestquark m odelwavefunc-
tions.Forexam ple,theinequality issaturated fordown-quarksin thequark m odelproton,
butnotforup-quarks.Also,saturation isnotpreserved by evolution.W ecom m enton the
possibility ofusingsaturation (e.g.fordown-quarksin theproton)as\boundary data"[8,9].

II.D ER IVAT IO N O F T H E IN EQ U A LIT Y FR O M C U R R EN T -H A D R O N

A M P LIT U D ES

Itisusefultoreview thetextbookderivation oftheinequalitiesor\positivityconstraints"
on thefam iliarstructurefunctionsofdeep inelasticlepton scattering,f1,f2,g1,and g2 [10].
Theyfollow from dem andingthatcrosssectionsforforward,vectorcurrent-hadron scattering
arepositivede�nite.These crosssectionsareproportionalto

W (�)=
1

4�

X

X

(2�)4�4(P + q� PX )khX jJ � �jP;Sik2 ;

= �
��
W �� (q;P;S)�

�
; (2)

which ism anifestly positivede�niteforany �.P� and S� arethem om entum and spin ofthe
target(P 2 = �S2 = M 2,P � S = 0),and �� isthepolarization vectorofthe(virtual)photon.
J� isthe electrom agnetic currentoperator,which in QCD would be

P

a ea
� a� 

a,where a
isaavorlabel.Forsim plicity weconsiderasinglequark avorwith unitcharge.Hencethe
relationswederivewillbevalid foreach avorseparately.W �� istheusualcurrent-current
correlation function ofdeep inelasticscattering,

W ��(q;P;S)=
1

4�

Z

d
4
�e

iq��hP;Sj[J�(�);J�(0)]jP;Si ;

= �g��f1(q
2
;�)+

1

�
P�P�f2(q

2
;�)+ gaugeterm s

+
i

�
�����q

�
S
�
g1(q

2
;�)+

i

�2
�����q

�
�

�S
� � q� SP

�
�

g2(q
2
;�) (3)

where q2 < 0,and � = P � q> 0.Substituting thisexpansion back into Eq.(2)and taking
theBjorken scaling lim ityieldsf1+ g1 � 0orf1� g1 � 0fortransversephotonsand de�nite
nucleon helicity states,hencef1 � jg1j.

Thecurrent � a� 
a createsand annihilatesantiquarksaswellasquarkssothestructure

functions allreceive both quark and antiquark contributions. In the Bjorken lim it,lim B j
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(Q 2 = �q2;� ! 1 ;x � �q2=2� �xed) ofQCD,f1 and g1 reduce to quark distribution

functions which welabelwith theavora or�a ofquark orantiquark,

lim
B j

f1(q
2
;�)= f

a
1
(x;lnQ 2)+ f

�a
1
(x;lnQ 2);

lim
B j

g1(q
2
;�)= g

a
1
(x;lnQ 2)+ g

�a
1
(x;lnQ 2); (4)

and thepositivity constraintswillapply to such com binations.Thephysicalm eaning ofthe
inequality can beseen from thefactthatthecom bination f1+ g1 in parton m odelissim ply
theprobability to �nd a quark orantiquark with spin parallelto thetargetnucleon,

lim
B j
[f1(q

2
;�)+ g1(q

2
;�)]= q

"a(x;lnQ 2)+ �q"a(x;lnQ 2): (5)

and conversely forf1 � g1.ThelnQ 2 dependence com esfrom theevolution ofthedistribu-
tionsunderscaletransform ation.Notethatthesedistributionshavebeen de�ned in term sof
deep-inelasticvector-currentstructurefunctions.Quarkdistributionsarein generalprocess-
dependent and relations am ong quarks distributions extracted from di�erent experim ents
can becalculated in QCD perturbation theory [11].

Ofcourse the quark and antiquark distributionsfa
1
;ga

1
and f�a

1
;g�a

1
are separately con-

strained.W em ustunderstand how thiscom esaboutin ordertoobtain thestrongestpossible
boundsthatinclude the transverse structure function,h1. W e would like to replace J� by
a currentwhich couplesonly to quarks. The chiralcurrents J�� = 1

2
(V� � A �),which are

given by 1

2

� �(1� 5) in QCD,are candidates. J�� ,forexam ple,couplesto left-handed
quarksand right-handed antiquarks.Ifwechoosethepolarization vector,��,judiciously,we
can selectleft-handed quanta,thereby decoupling theantiquarks.To bespeci�c,wechoose
the m om entum ~q to be in the positive ê3 direction,q� = (q0;0;0;q3),and ~P to be in the
� ê3 direction. Ifwe em ploy the V{A current,negative helicity forthe targetnucleon,and
�
�
� = 1p

2
(0;1;�i;0),then thecurrentselectsleft-handed quarksand right-handed antiquarks

in theleft-handed target:q#a+ �q"a.Theright-handed antiquarksdecouplefrom theproduct
J� � �� because they have Jz = � 1

2
and cannotabsorb �J z = �1. Itisquite easy to see

thatfa
1
+ ga

1
� 0 results. Analogouschoicesyield constraintson fa

1
� ga

1
and on antiquark

distributions.
Thederivation wehave justoutlined would bequitecom plicated fornon-asym ptoticq2

and �.Theintroduction ofchiralcurrentsand polarized targetsrequiresallthem achinery
developed forneutrino scattering from polarized targets[12]. Such an analysiswould lead
to a very generalconstraint,valid independent ofQCD and the Bjorken lim it. However,
itisonly usefulin the Bjorken lim itwhere only the fam iliartwist-two invariantstructure
functionsf1 org1 survive. The sam erem ark willapply in thecase ofSo�er’sinequality to
which wenow turn.

Thequark currents � � and � �5 preservequark chirality.Sodoestheleading term
in the product oftwo such currents at short distances. The distribution function h1,in
contrast,couples quarks ofopposite chirality [2]and therefore does not appear in any of
theserelations.Thissuggeststhatconstraintsinvolvingh1 m ightbeobtained byconsidering
theinterference between theV�A currentand acurrentofoppositechirality.Thisisin fact
thecase.So,in addition to theV�A current,J�� ,we introducea hypotheticalcurrent,J ,
which iscom posed ofscalarand pseudoscalarcurrents,along with tensorand pseudo-tensor
currents
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J � (S + P � T
+ � � T

+ �
5

)=2
p
2: (6)

Thisungainly choice hasbeen engineered to selectoutthe distribution functionsofinter-
est. Unlike the vectorand axialcurrents which are de�ned by sym m etries,these currents
cannotbe de�ned independent ofquarks and QCD.Forexam ple,di�erent constraints on
distribution functionswould be obtained from S = �  orS = �  �  . W e de�ne the cur-
rentsasfollows:S(�)= ZS

� (�) (�),P(�)= ZP
� (�)5 (�),T��(�)= ZT

� (�)1
2
[�;�] (�),

and T��

5
(�)= ZT5

� (�)1
2
[�;�]5 (�).Becausethesecurrentsarenotconstrained by W ard-

identities,they arenon-trivially renorm alized in QCD.Asa consequence in addition to the
am biguitiesalready m entioned,they areregularization and renorm alization schem e depen-
dent.However,forany choiceofschem e,thederivation oftheinequality rem ainsthesam e,
and,ofcourse,thephysicalim plicationsoftheinequality areschem eindependent.Forsim -
plicity,however,wechoosedim ensionalregularization and (m odi�ed)m inim alsubtraction.
The renorm alization scale in currentsissetatthevirtual-boson m ass,Q 2.The tensorand
pseudo-tensor currents com bine with the scalar and pseudo-scalar currents to project the
\good" light-cone com ponents ofthe right-handed chiralferm ions(aswillbe discussed in
the next section) from the �eld  . W hen positive helicity is chosen for the nucleon,the
right-handed quark �eld willrem ain,ratherthan theleft-handed anti-quark.

Thedesired inequality followsfrom consideration ofajudiciously chosen �ctitious\cross
section." Considerthequantity,

W (q;P)=
1

4�

X

X

(2�)4�4(P + q� PX )khX jJ� � �� jP�i� hX jJ jP+ik2 ;

=
1

4�

Z

d
4
�e

iq��
h

hP;�j
h

J
y
� (�)� �

�
� ;J� (0)� ��

i

jP;�i+ hP;+j
h

J y(�);J (0)
i

jP;+i
i

�
1

2�
Re

Z

d
4
�e

iq��hP;+j
h

J y(�);J(0)� ��

i

jP;�i; (7)

which ism anifestly positive. W involvesthree term s. Referring back to Eq.(3)itisclear
thattheJy� � ��� 
 J� � �� term willreducetofa

1
+ ga

1
in theBjorken lim it.Likewise,itisclear

from generalconsiderationsthattheJ y 
 J term willalsoinvolvefa
1
and ga

1
in theBjorken

lim it. However,since J y
 J su�ersdi�erentradiative correctionsthan J
y
� � ��� 
 J� � �� ,

f1 and g1 willbe m ultiplied by a series in �s(Q 2)=�. The interference term ,J y 
 J � �� ,
ischiral-odd and can only involve ha

1
in the Bjorken lim it. Com bined with the othertwo

term s,weobtain

lim
B j

W = R f(�s(Q
2))fa

1
(x;lnQ 2)+ R g(�s(Q

2))ga
1
(x;lnQ 2)� 2R h(�s(Q

2))ha
1
(x;lnQ 2):(8)

Here the R f and R g factors take into account the radiative corrections m entioned above.
TheR h factorarisesbecausethede�nition ofh1 isprocessdependent.Ifwechoseto de�ne
h1 through our �ctitious process then R h = 1 by de�nition. On the other hand,ifh1 is
de�ned through a physicalprocess such as Drell-Yan �-pairproduction with transversely
polarized beam s [2],then R h is 1 + O (�s). Another subtlety in this calculation is that
the vector-scalar interference term s have the (nucleon) helicity structure hP � j:::jP�i,
which doesnotcorrespond to an expectation valuein a stateofde�nite spin.Howeverthe
helicity structurerequired can beextracted by com bining expectation valuesin stateswith
~S = ê1 and ~S = ê2.Radiative correctionsaside,theresultisstraightforwardly obtained by
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calculating thecurrentcorrelation functionsattree-levelin theBjorken lim it,and using the
standard de�nitionsofthedistribution functionsfa

1
,ga

1
,and ha

1
[2].

SinceW ism anifestlypositive,eq(8)isthedesired inequality.OfcourseW ispositivefor
allq2 and �.So (7)im pliesa constraintam ong them any invariantstructurefunctionsthat
occurin the decom position ofW atsub-asym ptotic q2 and �. There isno point,however,
in displaying thisinequality explicitly,sincenearly allthenovelstructurefunctions,such as
thoseinvolved in theinvariantdecom position ofT�� 
 J

�
� ,arenotdirectly m easurable.

This derivation shows that So�er’s inequality holds independently for each quark and
antiquark avor.Also,itisclearthatcarefulattention m ustbe given to the speci�c \pro-
cess",in which thequark distributionscan bede�ned unam biguously.The\natural"choice
would beto de�nef1 and g1 in vector-currentdeep-inelasticscattering,and h1 in polarized
Drell-Yan. ItisclearthatSo�er’sidentity isa parton m odelapproxim ation (no radiative
corrections)to a m ore usefulidentity which can beobtained by com puting the factorsR f,
R g,and R h atleastthrough (lowestnon-trivial)order�s=�.

Arm ed with thisrigorous,ifratherunphysical,derivation,we turn to exam ine the in-
equality from the m ore fam iliar viewpoint ofthe quark parton m odeland its coordinate
spaceequivalent,thelight-coneexpansion.

III.D ER IVAT IO N O F T H E IN EQ U A LIT Y FR O M Q U A R K H A D R O N

A M P LIT U D ES

W ebegin with asim ple,heuristic\parton m odel"derivation oftheinequality postponing
any com plexity. Nextwe introduce the bilocallight-cone correlation functionswhich allow
usto give a m ore convincing derivation and study twist-three distribution functions.Only
QCD radiative corrections willbe left out at this stage. The derivation ofthe previous
section showshow theire�ectscan beincluded.

In the m ost elem entary parton m odel,deep inelastic processes are sum m arized by the
\handbag" diagram ofFig.1a. Atthe bottom ofthis diagram isthe im aginary partofa
quark-nucleon scattering am plitude.1 W e focus on this am plitude. Since the quark (nu-
cleon)beginsand endswith the sam e m om entum ,k (P),the am plitude describesforward
scattering.Sincethequark isinitially rem oved from thenucleon and then replaced,thedia-
gram actually correspondstoau-channeldiscontinuity offorward quark-nucleon scattering,
asshown in Fig.1b. W e labelthe u-channeldiscontinuitiesA H h;H 0h0,where H and H 0 are
the initialand �nalnucleon helicities and h and h0 are the outgoing and incom ing quark
helicitiesrespectively.Forspin-1/2 quarksand nucleonsparity and tim e-reversalinvariance
reduce the num ber ofindependent helicity am plitudes to three. Three convenient choices
shown in Fig.2,are A + + ;+ + ,A + �;+ � ,and A + + ;�� respectively. Am plitudes that failto
satisfy conservation ofangularm om entum along thecollision axis,H + h0= H 0+ h,vanish.
Other helicity am plitudes are either related to these by parity,A H h;H 0h0 = A �H �h;�H 0�h 0;

ortim e reversal,A H h;H 0h0 = A H 0h0;H h:Itiseasy to show thatthe three twist-two structure

1Thepropagatoron the quark leg isnottruncated.
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functions,f1,g1 and h1 are (suitably norm alized)linearcom binationsofA + + ;+ + ,A + �;+ � ,
and A + + ;�� [3].f1 = A + + ;+ + + A + �;+ � ,g1 = A + + ;+ + � A + �;+ � ,and h1 = A + + ;�� :

To obtain theSo�er’sinequality itisnecessary to considerthequark-hadron am plitudes
which arerelated to thefA g by unitarity.De�nefouram plitudesaH h by

aH h(X )= hX j�hjPH i; (9)

where� isthequark �eld,and X isan arbitrary �nalstate.Unitarity requiresthatthefA g
areproportionalto productsoftheform

P

X a
�
H 0h0(X )aH h(X ),so

f1 /
X

X

a+ + (X )
�
a+ + (X )+ a+ � (X )

�
a+ � (X );

g1 /
X

X

a+ + (X )
�
a+ + (X )� a+ � (X )

�
a+ � (X );

h1 /
X

X

a+ + (X )
�
a�� (X ); (10)

Thedesired inequality followsfrom theobservation that

X

X

ka+ + (X )� a�� (X )k
2 � 0; (11)

and thatA + + ;+ + = A ��;�� and A + + ;�� = A ��;+ + by parity.
Our �rst step in im proving this adm ittedly heuristic derivation is to clarify the rela-

tionship between the helicity am plitudesfA g and fag and the operatorexpressionswhich
de�nethedistribution functionsf1,g1,and h1 in QCD.FirstwewillderiveEqs.(10)from
standard de�nitions off1,g1,and h1. Then it willbe straightforward to show that the
inequality doesnotgeneralize to twist-three.Also itwillbeclearthatthe tensorcharge is
notconstrained by Eq.(1).

In QCD parton distributions are de�ned by the light-cone Fourier transform ation of
forward m atrix elem entsofoperatorproducts.Thequark distributionsofinterestto usare
related to m atrix elem entsofbilinearquark operators,

Z
d�

4�
e
i�xhPSj� (0)� (�n)jPSi= f1(x)p� + M

2
f4(x)n� (12)

Z
d�

4�
e
i�xhPSj� (0)�5 (�n)jPSi= g1(x)p�S � n + [g1(x)+ g2(x)]S? �

+ M
2
g3(x)n � Sn� (13)

Z
d�

4�
e
i�xhPSj� (0) (�n)jPSi= M e(x) (14)

Z
d�

4�
e
i�xhPSj� (0)���i5 (�n)jPSi= h1(x)(S? �p� � S? �p�)=M

+ [h2(x)+ h1(x)=2]M (p�n� � p�n�)S � n

+ h3(x)M (S? �n� � S? �n�) (15)

where n and p are nullvectors ofm ass dim ension �1 and 1,respectively (n2 = p2 = 0,
n+ = p� = 0,n � p = 1).P and S m ay be decom posed in term sofn and p,P = p+M

2

2
n,

S� = S � np� + S � pn� + S? �.Fora targetm oving in the ê3 direction,p=
1p
2
(�;0;0;�);n =

7



1p
2
(1
�
;0;0;� 1

�
). In Eqs.(12{15)  is the four-com ponent Dirac �eld for the quark. The

avorlabelon  and thecorresponding distribution functionshasbeen suppressed.
Eqs.(12{15)are written in n � A = 0 gauge. In any othergauge a W ilson link would

be required between  and � to m aintain gauge invariance. Gluon radiative corrections,
which generatea renorm alization pointdependencefortheseoperatorsand an associated q2

dependence forthedistribution functions,havebeen suppressed in Eqs.(12{15).
TheleadingtwistcontributionstoEqs.(12{15)arethedistributionsfunctionsf1,g1,and

h1 respectively. They m ay beprojected outby contracting the equationswith n�,n�,and
n�S? � respectively.In every casetheprojection operatorP + � 0(0 + 3)=2= (1+ �3)=2
em ergesfrom theDiracalgebra.P + projectsthefourcom ponentDiracspinor ontothetwo
dim ensionalsubspace of\good" light-cone com ponentswhich are canonically independent
�elds [13]. Likewise,P � � 0(0 � 3)=2 = (1� �3)=2 projects on the two dim ensional
subspaceof\bad" light-conecom ponentswhich areinteraction dependent�eldsand should
notenteratleadingtwist[3].M uch ofouranalysisissim pli�ed by choosingarepresentation
fortheDiracm atricestailored to thelight-cone[13],


0 = �1�3;

1 = i�1;
2 = i�2;

3 = �i�2�3;5 = i
0

1

2

3 = �3�3 : (16)

W here f�kg and f�kg are 2 � 2 Paulim atrices. This is to be contrasted to the fam iliar
Dirac-Paulirepresentation,f�3;i�2�1;i�2�2;i�2�3;�1g which is convenient for m any other
purposes.In thelight-conerepresentation P � ,5 and ~� � ê3 arealldiagonal,

P + =
�
1 0

0 0

�

;P � =
�
0 0

0 1

�

;5 =
�
�3 0

0 ��3

�

;~� � ê3 =
�
�3 0

0 �3

�

: (17)

where 1 and 0 are the 2� 2 identity and nullm atricesrespectively. In thisbasisP + and
P � projectonto theupperand lowertwo com ponentsoftheDiracspinorrespectively,

� � P +
 =

�
�+

��

�

;� � P �
 =

�
�+

��

�

: (18)

�� arethe\good"light-conecom ponentsofthequark�eld,which areindependentcanonical
variablesin thelight-coneform ulation.�� arethe\bad" light-conecom ponentswhich m ay
be regarded ascom posite �eldsbuiltfrom quarks(the \good" light-cone com ponents)and
transversegluons.The� labelson � and � refertotheeigenvalueof�3 which isproportional
tohelicity,~s�P̂,forquarksm ovingin the ê3 direction,(~��P̂ �� = ��� ;~��P̂ �� = ��� ),not
tochirality.From Eqs.(17)and (18)itisclearthathelicity and chirality arethesam efor�,
butoppositefor�.Thisiseasy to understand when onerecognizesthatthebad light-cone
com ponentsare actually com positesofthe canonically independentoperators�� and ~A ? .
Thepositivehelicity com ponentof� (�+ )involvesatransversegluon (with positivehelicity)
and agood light-conecom ponentofthequark �eld,�� (with negativehelicity and therefore
negativechirality).

Itisnow straightforward to projectf1,g1,and h1 outofEqs.(12 {15)and rewrite the
resultin term sof�� ,

f1(x)=
Z

d�

4�P
e
i�xhP + j�

y
+ (0)�+ (�n)+ �

y
� (0)�� (�n)jP+i;

g1(x)=
Z

d�

4�P
e
i�xhP + j�

y
+ (0)�+ (�n)� �

y
� (0)�� (�n)jP+i;

h1(x)=
Z

d�

8�P
e
i�xfhP + j�

y
+ (0)�� (�n)jP�i+ hP � j�

y
� (0)�+ (�n)jP+ig; (19)
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Ifweinserta com pletesetofinterm ediatestatesbetween �y and �,translatethe�eldsand
carry outthe� integration,weobtain,

f1(x)=
1

2P

X

X

�(x� 1+ n � PX )fja+ + (X )j
2 + ja�� (X )j

2g ;

g1(x)=
1

2P

X

X

�(x� 1+ n � PX )fja+ + (X )j
2 � ja�� (X )j

2g;

h1(x)=
1

2P

X

X

�(x� 1+ n � PX )a+ + (X )
�
a�� (X ): (20)

This reproduces Eq.(10) and shows that the \generic" quark �elds which appear there
should be identi�ed with the chiralcom ponents ofthe \good" light-cone com ponents of
the quark �eld. This derivation illustrates the questionable procedure required to obtain
So�er’sinequality using traditionalparton-m odel/light-conem ethods:thestatesin jX iare
colored;and thebilocaloperatorsin Eq.(19)do notactually existsinceeach term in their
Taylorexpansion about� = 0 isrenorm alized di�erently by radiativecorrections.However
the resultiscorrect(m odulo the im portantradiative correctionsdiscussed in xII)and the
derivation is considerably m ore \physical" than the m ore rigorous one presented in the
previoussection.

Thelight-coneform alism de�ned in thissection allowsusto exam inethepossibleexten-
sion ofSo�er’sidentitytothetwist-threedistributions,e,gT,and hL.eisde�ned in Eq.(14),
and theothersarede�ned by,gT = g1+ g2 and hL =

1

2
h1+ h2.Exam ination ofEqs.(12{15)

showsthate(q2;�)isspin-independentand chiral-odd. hL and gT are spin-dependentand
chiral-odd and chiral-even respectively.hL isassociated with longitudinallypolarized targets
and gT with transversely polarized targets. In sum m ary,the spin attributesoffe;hL;gTg
correspond toff1;g1;h1grespectively.2 Theastutereaderwillnotethatthiscorrespondence
appearsto beinconsistentwith thechirality assignm entsofthedistribution functions.For
exam ple,f1 isspin average,and thereforediagonalin helicity | f1 / �

y
+ �+ + �

y
� �� .Clearly

f1 preserves quark chirality | i.e.itischiral-even. e on the otherhand isclaim ed to be
chiral-odd,even though it,like f1,averages over helicity. The resolution ofthis apparent
contradiction com es from the classi�cation ofe with respect to the light-cone projection
operators P� . It is easy to see that e / �

y
+ �+ + �

y
� �� + h:c:. A glance at the chirality

assignm entsof�� con�rm sthateipschirality {i.e.itischiral-odd.An analogousanalysis
appliesto hL and gT.

Itshould now beclearthatan identity analagoustoEq.(1)cannotbeobtained attwist-
three. The reason is thatan object ofthe form h	j� y

� �� j	i could only arise by starting
with positive de�nite structure such askhX j�� j	i+ hX j� � j	ik 2. Thisobjectwould gen-
eratetwist-threedistributionsin theinterference,buttwist-two,and m oreproblem atically,
twist-four distributionssuch ash	j� y

� �� j	iwould beunavoidable.The conclusion then is
thatany positivity constraintinvolving thetwist-threedistributionse,gT,and hL would in-
extricably includetwist-fourdistributionswhich arevery di�culttom easure.HenceSo�er’s
speculation isincorrect[1].

2Forfurtherdiscussion offe;hL;gTg,see [3].
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Finally weconsidertherelationship im posed on thelowestm om entofh1 by theinequal-
ity,Eq.(1).Thenucleon’stensorcharge,�qa(Q 2)isde�ned by analogy to theaxialcharge,
�q a [2],

S
k
�q

a(Q 2)�
1

2
hPSj�q�0ki5

�a

2
qjQ 2 jPSi= S

k

Z
1

�1

dx[ha
1
(x;lnQ 2)� h

�a
1
(x;lnQ 2)];

S
k�q a �

1

2
hPSj�qk5

�a

2
qjPSi= S

k

Z
1

�1

dx[ga
1
(x;lnQ 2)+ g

�a
1
(x;lnQ 2)]: (21)

In contrast to the nucleon’s axialcharge which �gures in beta-decay, the tensor charge
does not appear in weak m atrix elem ents and has not been m easured. Note that �qa is
renorm alization point dependent,whereas �q a is not (because the axialcurrent in QCD
is conserved apart from quark m ass term s). Note also that h�a(g�a) enters Eq.(21) with
a m inus (plus) sign reecting that the operator �q���5q (�q�5q) is odd (even) under
charge conjugation. There isno way to com bine Eqs.(21)with the inequalitiesfa

1
+ ga

1
�

2jha
1
j, and f�a

1
+ g�a

1
� 2jh�a

1
jto obtain any usefulinform ation about �qa without further

assum ptions.So�er[1]suggeststhathisinequality appliestothevalencequarkdistributions
in the nucleon,however the only circum stances in which we �nd a usefulbound is ifwe
assum e thatthe nucleon containsno antiquarksatall(f�a

1
= g�a

1
= h�a

1
= 0),which isknown

to befalse.

IV .SAT U R AT IO N O F SO FFER ’S IN EQ U A LIT Y

There are som e special circum stances for which So�er’s inequality is saturated, i.e.
2jha

1
(x)j = fa

1
(x)+ ga

1
(x). It is usefulto consider such cases in order to develop som e

intuition aboutthe distribution ofspin within the nucleon and to speculate on how satu-
ration m ay be used to estim ate h1(x)in regionsofexperim entalinterest. The m osttrivial
case is a m odelin which allthe spin and avor inform ation ofthe proton is carried by a
single quark,either in a non-relativistic quark m odel(NRQM ) or the bag m odel. In the
NRQM ,iftwo quarks are always in a spin and avorscalar con�guration,then the third
quark willyield ha

1
(x)= fa

1
(x)= ga

1
(x)| aconsequenceoftherathertrivialDiracstructure

ofnon-relativisticspinors.Thebag m odelislesstrivialdueto thelowercom ponentp-wave
contribution.Nonetheless,thesaturation rem ainsvalid.In m orerealistic case ofan SU(6)
wavefunction,thesaturation only holdsforthed-quark,aswewilldem onstratebelow.

The possibility ofsaturation isrelated to a possible sym m etry between the am plitudes
a+ + (X )and a�� (X )de�ned in Eq.(9).In particular,ifa+ + (X )= a�� (X )forallstatesX
contributing to thesum swhich de�ne f1,etc. in Eq.(10),then the inequality issaturated
with the+-sign fortheabsolutevalue.To relatea+ + to a�� considertheunitary operator,
U de�ned asthe productofparity,�,and a rotation by 180 � aboutan axisperpendicular
to P̂,U � �R 2(�).Here we have chosen P̂ to de�ne the ê3-axisand rotated (by �)about
the ê2-axis. Itiseasy to see thatU transform sjP+iinto jP�iup to a phase. Likewise,
U transform s �+ into �� up to a phase [Note that � y (0)� =  0 (0) = �1�3 (0) and
R 2(�)y (0)R 2(�)= �i�2�2 (0),so U y (0)U = �i�3�1 (0).]Applying thistransform ation
to a+ + (X )weobtain,

a+ + (X )= phase� a�� (UX ): (22)
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Sothesaturation oftheidentity resolvesdown tothequestion ofwhetherX isan eigenstate
ofthe operatorU.In sim ple valence quark m odels,the state X consistsm erely ofthe two
spectatorquarksleftbehind when theoperator�+ annihilatesonequark in thetargetstate
jP+i.

Firstconsider,forde�niteness,thedown quarkdistribution in asim pleconstituentquark
m odelofthe proton. The two spectatoru{quarksm ustbe in a J = 1 state on accountof
Ferm istatistics.Thustheangularm om entum structureofthewavefunction is,

ĵP = ê3 +i=

s

2

3
jfuugJ = 1;J3= 1d

#i�

s

1

3
jfuugJ = 1;J3= 0d

"i: (23)

Only the second term contributes to a+ + , leaving the spectator state jX i =

�
q

1

3
jfuugJ = 1;J3= 0i,which clearly is an eigenstate ofU. A carefulaccounting ofallthe

phasesyields

a+ + (X )= ��P �
3

qa�� (X ) (24)

where �P (�q) is the intrinsic parity ofthe nucleon (quark) and the negative sign arises
from theconventionalCondon and Shortley phasesin theClebsch-Gordon series.Sincethe
relativeparity ofthequark and nucleon ispositive,thefactor��P �3 ism inusone,and the
inequality is saturated with the absolute value ofhd

1
. The structure functions are in the

ratios(fd
1
:gd

1
:hd

1
)= (1 :� 1

3
:� 1

3
). However,due to the e�ectsofp-wave,the saturation

doesnotoccurford quark in thebag m odel.
For the up quark distribution in the proton the situation is di�erent. The spectator

u and d quarks are in a m ixed spin state,J = 1 and 0. Annihilating a u-quark with
positivehelicity in Eq.(23)leavesthespectatorstatejX i=

q
1

10
jfudgJ = 1;J3= 0+ 3fudgJ = 0i.

Annihilating a u-quark with negative helicity in theproton with negative helicity leavesthe

state jX i=
q

1

10
jfudgJ = 1;J3= 0 � 3fudgJ = 0i. The relative sign change forthe J = 0 and

J = 1 partsm eansthata+ + (X )isnota sim ple m ultiple ofa�� (X )| there isno analog
ofEq.(24)and hence,no saturation.In fact(fu

1
:gu

1
:hu

1
)= (2:4

3
:4

3
)fortheNRQM .

W eseethatthesaturation ofSo�er’sinequality forthed-quark followsfrom thepartic-
ularly sim ple spin structure ofthe nucleon in quark m odels.Itiseasy to constructa m ore
elaborate m odelin which even that saturation fails. For exam ple,suppose we introduce
a com ponent into the nucleon wavefunction in which the spectators are coupled to total
angularm om entum J = 0,say,jfuuggJ = 0d"i,where g isa gluon. Then the state X isa
superposition ofcom ponents,one with J = J3 = 0 and the other with J = 1;J3 = 0.
Thesetwo com ponentstransform with oppositesign underU and thereby ruin Eq.(22).

Finally we consider the relationship between QCD evolution and saturation ofthe in-
equality. Since f1,g1 and h1 evolve di�erently with Q 2,saturation is incom patible with
evolution. W e can understand thisin lightofthe discussion ofthe previousparagraph |
evolution m ixes gluons (and q�q pairs) into the nucleon wavefunction destroying the sim -
ple structure responsible forsaturation. Quark m odelrelationships,like saturation ofthe
inequality ford-quarksin the proton,should be interpreted as\boundary data" forQCD
evolution [8,9],valid atsom e low scale �2

0
.Theim plicationsforexperim entscarried outat

m uch largerscalesm ustbeobtained by evolution from �2
0
to theexperim entalscale,Q 2.In

thecaseofsaturation,som erem nantofa prediction forthedown quark contribution to h1
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in theproton m ightbeobtained when good data on thed-quark contributionsto f1 and g1
becom eavailable.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. a). The hand-bag diagram for deep-inelastic scattering. b) Q uark-nucleon scattering

am plitudesin s and u channels.Them om entum and helicity labelsare shown explicitly.

FIG .2. Threeindependenthelicity am plitudesin u-channel.
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